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Miniature UFOs 

by Melvin Podell 

Reports described in SUFOI 
(Scandinavian UFO Information) 
Kastrup, Denmark indicate sightings of 
quite miniature UFO’s. These *plane-like 
objects were estimated to range in size 
from two feet to eighteen feet. There 
were usually helmeted pilots associated 
with the objects. The reports were 
prevalent during the past decade mostly 
in Norway, Sweden, and Denmark. 

One of the first reports dates back to 
1965 in Holsenoy, Norway. A yellow 
light bright as the sun attracted the 
observer at a distance of one hundred 
feet. A small pilot wearing a helmet was 
seen holding a wheel-type object. When 
the object approached to within ten feet 
of the observer at a window of her home, 
paralysis was felt by this person. The 

(See Miniature - Page Six) 


Late Issue 

We are in arrears in our publishing 
schedule due to many factors including 
the illness of Mr. and Mrs. Lorenzen last 
summer and fall. 


However, the current plan is to mail a 
Bulletin every two weeks until we are on 
schedule again. Some of the subjects to 
be covered in forthcoming issues will be 
the concentration of sightings on the 
Yakima, Washington Indian reservation, 
as well as several other abduction cases. 
There is no slackening of UFO activity, 
but the bulk of the sightings are the usual 
flyovers. One case to be covered in an 
upcoming issue is that involving possible 
animal reaction, probably UFO-linked 
power failure, as well as physical effects 
on a human being. 


The February first issue of the 
Kentucky Advocate, published at 
Danville, Kentucky, carried an article 
pertaining to UFO sightings in that 
general area, among which was the story 
told by Ms. Louise Smith, Ms. Mona 
Stafford and Mrs. Elaine Thomas about 
their drive home to Liberty from a late 
dinner at the Redwoods restaurant 
located five miles north of Stanford. The 
ladies said that at a point about one mile 
south of Stanford, they saw a huge 
disc-shaped object which was metallic 
gray with a white glowing dome. A row 
of r,ed lights rotated around the middle 
and underneath were three or four red 
and yellow lights that burned steadily. A 
bluish beam of light issued from the 
bottom. 

The newspaper did not carry a lot of 
detail but it was mentioned that when the 
women arrived home in Liberty, it was 
1:25 a.m. Having left the restaurant at 
11:15 p.m., they should have arrived 
home by midnight, indicating that there 
was a time loss of about one hour and 25 
minutes. 

The Kentucky Advocate article was 
forwarded to APRO by Field Investigator 
Bill Terry but meanwhile he put in a 
telephone call and asked if we felt the 
case was good enough for him to make 
the necessary 60 mile trip to talk to the 
ladies. After he had read the pertinent 
information, Mrs. Lorenzen said she 
thought it would be well worth the trip. 
A few days later he called back and told 
Headquarters he thought it was a case of 
abduction, and that the usual hypnosis 
procedures should be utilized. 

A call was put in to Dr. R. Leo 
Sprinkle, APRO’s consultant in 
psychology and he was asked to travel to 
Liberty to interview the women and 
possibly use hypnotic procedures to 
relieve their anxiety and obtain any 
repressed information. Headquarters 
learned that his first free weekend for the 
trip would be the weekend of the 6th and 
7th of March. 

We will here relate the informatiort 
obtained by our investigation and later 
explain why this report has not been 
published until now. 

(See Kentucky ~ Page Three) 
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Letters 


I take this opportunity to make an 
observation which I hope is worthy of 
your consideration. I speak in defense of 
those who would like to relate UFO 
incidents in the knowledge that their 
reports would be received with good 
grace and in good conscience. 

Since it is the mind which processes 
the input of sensuous material and 
reprocesses stored abstract material, it is 
the mind which evaluates and identifies 
the information to which it is exposed. 

Why then, is one’s mind held by 
scientists to be an inefficacious and inept 
faculty, thus rendering individuals who 
own human minds as misfunctioning 
prevaricators or incompetents? In 
particular, why this shame upon those 


who choose to divulge a UFO event or 
experience? 

If scientists, with their polygraph 
machines and “psychological evaluators” 
are hell-bent upon regarding others’ 
minds as being suspect cases, then 
scientists are caught in their own 
contradiction; the mind of the scientist 
may be writhing under the same cloud of 
suspicion. 

It isn’t that our respective minds do 
not err; I know that each of us are not 
immune to mistakes, but 1 am weary of 
the thinly veiled implication that what 
one knows and has to say is of no value 
to the library of human knowledge. 

lilaine B. Sowers 

######## 

“Fm finding the long and very detailed 
coverage of the aftermath of the Travis 


Walton sighting, (with apparently more to 
come) is boring me so I’m losing all 
interest. I feel it takes up much space in 
the Bulletin which could be used for new 
sightings, interesting letters, informative 
articles related to UFOs, etc. Maybe 1 
have missed something which makes this 
case so overwhelmingly important, but I 
feel the Bulletin is kind of getting ‘mired 
down’ in this case.” 

Natasha Sallows 

Dear Ms. Sallows: 

1 can readily understand your attitude 
concerning the Walton case. We have felt 
it necessary to do this, however, to 
counteract the deliberately false and 
erroneous information that has been 
propagated - and many members have 
written requesting clarification. 

Sincerely, 
L.J. Lorenzen 
International Director 

######## 

Lorenzen On “Good 
Morning” Show 

Although it is sometime after the fact 
(too often efforts such as these are 
deferred where Bulletin space is 
concerned because other information is 
felt to be more important), it might 
interest the membership to know that Mr. 
Lorenzen appeared on ABC”s “Good 
Morning, America” on May 25th with 
host David Hartman and Travis Walton. 
When he was asked to appear, he was still 
in post-operative recuperation from heart 
surgery, but with a go-ahead from his 
surgeon and cardiologist, he and Mrs. 
Lorenzen flew to Los Angeles on the 
22nd of May, making use of wheel chairs 
to get Mr. Lorenzen in and out of airports 
and hydraulic lifts to get him in and out 
of the airplanes. The show was taped on 
Sunday, the 23rd and aired on Tuesday, 
May 25th. 

Many members happened to have seen 
the show and have urged us to inform the 
rest of the membership of the 
appearance. We received a good amount 
of positive mail reaction from the public 
and it seems to have been a good public 
relations move. 

######## 

Tax Deductions 

Present IRS regulations allow 
volunteers to deduct out-of-pocket 
expenses for performing services to 
AFRO, an approved non-profit research 
organization set up for educational 
purposes. Deductions include materials 
(Sec Tax Page Six) 
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Kentucky 

(Continued from Page One) 

It is important to note that although 
Mrs. Smith and Mrs. Thomas had known 
each other for many years, and Mrs. 
Stafford had known Mrs. Thomas for 
some time, Mrs. Smith had only gotten 
acquainted with Mona a few weeks 
previously. 

On the evening in question, Mrs. Smith 
left work at the usual time and went 
home. She is employed as an extension 
assistant for the Casey County Extension 
Office where her duties consist of visiting 
families in the county, counseling them in 
food perparation and preservation, 
nutrition and gardening. She fixed herself 
a sandwich and soup, which she ate, then 
got into her 1967 Chevrolet which she 
had just purchased that day and drove to 
a service station to get gas in preparation 
for the next day. 

While at the service station, Mona 
Stafford, who was driving by, spotted 
Louise’s car, pulled her car into the 
station, whereupon Mrs. Smith asked her 
if she would come home with her and 
help her put the collar on a jacket she was 
making, as she was having trouble fitting 
it. The two ladies, each in her own car, 
drove to the Smith trailer home and set 
about the task. At about 8 p.m., Mrs. 
Thomas dropped by and the three lapsed 
into conversation about their favorite 
subject: art.Mrs. Stafford had planned to 
go to her sister’s home to have her hair 
done and at about 9 p.m. said she’d 
better call her sister because it was getting 
late and besides, it was her (Mona’s) 
birthday. 

When Mrs. Smith learned about the 
birthday, she suggested that they all go 
over to the Redwoods for a late dinner 
and a sort of birthday celebration. Also, 
there was a painting on the wall of the 
restaurant which she had wanted to 
sketch. The restaurant, incidentally, is the 
only restaurant open at that time of night 
in that area. 

The three drove the 29 miles to the 
restaurant, had their dinner and then 
pulled out sketch pads and went to work. 
A man at the restaurant asked Mrs. Smith 
to sketch him, which she did, and then 
she realized it was getting late, so the 
three paid their checks and left. Mrs. 
Smith drove, Mona sat in the middle of 
the front seat, with Mrs. Thomas on her 
right by the passenger window. 

After Mona spotted the object, which 
was descending from their right to the 
left, she asked Louise to speed up as she 
thought it was a plane about to crash and 
she wanted to help any survivors. Mrs. 
Smith saw it clearly, but Mrs. Thomas 
didn’t see it until it had stopped at 
treetop level at what they estimated to be 
one hundred yards ahead of them. All of 
the women said the object was huge, 
Louise describing it as “as big as a 


football field,” while Mrs. Stafford said it 
was at least as large as two houses. 

Mrs. Smith said that the object rocked 
gently for perhaps two seconds, at which 
time she estimated its size, for it 
extended beyond the edges of the road 
and over the fields on both sides. Then 
the thing moved across the road to their 
left, circling behind and above some 
houses, and then apparently came back to 
the highway and swung in behind the car. 

At a point in their journey about a 
quarter of a mUe beyond the houses, the 
inside of the car was lit up with a bluish 
light which came from behind. Mrs. 
Smith said that at first she thought it was 
a state trooper approaching from behind, 
but realized almost immediately that it 
wasn’t. At this point Louise and Mona 
were near panic. The car began to pull to 
the left and Louise screamed at Mona to 
help her control it. The speedometer was 
registering 85 miles per hour and both 
Mona and Mrs. Thomas shouted at Mrs. 
Smith to slow down. Louise held her foot 
in the air to show them and said,“I don’t 
have my foot on the accelerator and I 
can’t stop it!” Mona reached over and 
grabbed the wheel and they fought the 
force together. Then, quite suddenly, the 
women experienced a burning sensation 
in their eyes and Louise later described an 
additional pain which seemed to “go right 
through the top of my head! It was 
almost unbearable!” 

The next sensation was that of some 
force pulling the car backward. Also, they 
got the feeling that the car was going over 
a series of “speed bumps” (raised ridges 
in a road which are meant to keep the 
speed of automobiles to a minimum). 
Mrs. Thomas began urging Louise to stop 
so that she could get a good look at the 
object, but Mona and Louise were too 
terrified. Elaine had only had a glimpse of 
the object as it had circled to their left 
and around behind him and was later to 
comment about the object’s beauty. “1 
can’t describe it,” she said, “I’ve never 
seen red that beautiful. I wanted to get 
out and look at it.” 

Then, the women said, they saw a 
strange, wide, lighted road stretching as 
far as they could see ahead of them. At 
the same moment Mona noted a red light 
come on on the instrument panel which 
indicated that the engine had stalled, 
despite the sensation that they were 
moving very fast. 

At what seemed to be a split second 
later the women saw a street light ahead 
and realized that they were coming into 
Hustonville, a full eight miles beyond 
where they had encountered the strange 
aircraft. They wondered among 
themselves how they had gotten there so 
fast, then became quiet while they 
proceeded on into Liberty. 

When they arrived at Mrs. Smith’s 
trailer, they all went inside. Mrs. Smith 
went into the bathroom, took off her 
glasses and splashed water on her face. 


whereupon her hands and face began to 
burn with searing pain. All three had a 
red mark on the backs of their necks, 
measuring about three inches long and 
one inch wide, with clearly defined edges, 
giving the appearance of a new burn 
before it blisters. Louise and Elaine’s 
marks were centrally located between the 
bases of their skulls and the top of the 
back, whereas Mona’s was located to the 
left, behind her ear. They could not 
account for the marks, which disappeared 
two days later. All three were 
experiencing burning and tearing of their 
eyes, but Mona Stafford had a much 
more severe case of conjunctiveitis (an 
inflammation of the conjunctiva 
membrane of the eyes). 

Prior to washing her hands, Louise had 
taken off her watch and was startled to 
see that the hands of her watch were 
moving at an accelerated rate of speed, 
the minute hand moving at the speed of a 
second hand, and the hour hand was 
moving also. Upon experiencing the pain 
of the water on her hands and face she 
forgot about the phenomena of the watch 
and does not recall when it returned to 
normal or when she reset it. 

Concluding that something was wrong, 
the three ladies went next door to the 
home of Mr. Lowell Lee, and told him 
what they had seen. He asked them to go 
into separate rooms and sketch the object 
and when finished, he found the resulting 
sketches to be almost identical. 

Although all the women had trouble 
with their eyes, only Mona Stafford 
sought medical help, as her problem was 
so severe. The doctor who examined her 
found no explanation for the pain and 
tearing but gave her some eye drops 
which helped very little. 

Bill Terry found out that all three of 
the women enjoy good reputations. Mrs. 
Smith, 44, is a tall, thin woman of 44 
years who was widowed when a young 
woman and brought up her son and 
daughter by herself. She has two 
grandchildren and busies herself in her 
spare time with painting and sketching 
and gospel singing. She performs around 
Casey county with the Jubilee Echoes, 
consisting of herself, a 14-year-old boy 
singer and a bassist who is a police 
lieutenant in Danville. She is a lifelong 
member of the Baptist church and 
attends services regularly at the Poplar 
Springs Baptist Church in Liberty. 
Inquiries to such people as police 
personnel, her minister and employer, 
elicited only good comments. Several 
weeks after her experience she had lost 
28VS of her normal weight of 1251/2 
pounds. 

Mona Stafford is 35, the former owner 
of an arts and crafts shop in Liberty and 
currently unumployed except for 
secretarial work which she does for her 
father, who owns a mobile trailer park. 
She was once married but has been 
(See Kentucky — Page Four) 
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(Continued from Page Three) 

divorced since 1970 and lives in a trailer 
home parked near her parents’ home. She 
is a devout Christian, a member of the 
Hilltop Church of Christ near Liberty. 
She also lost weight amounting to 17 
pounds but at this writing had regained 7. 

Elaine Thomas is a 48 year-old- 
housewife who has lived in Casey County, 
Kentucky all of her life. She and her 
husband Otis live several miles out of 
Liberty. They have a grown daughter and 
three grandchildren. Mrs. Thomas is also a 
lifelong churchgoer and is a member of 
the Contown Church of Christ. 

The foregoing information indicated to 
APRO’s staff that the women were of 
good reputation, sincere, honest, and had 
no motivation to concoct a story so we 
proceeded with the investigation. It is at 
this juncture that we will explain the 
tardiness of the publication of this case. 

Bill Terry met Dr. Sprinkle upon his 
arrival and the two proceeded to Mrs. 
Smith’s home. They were met with a 
conglommeration of investigators from 
CUFOS and MUFON, who felt that they 
were “first” on the case and that APRO 
should not be allowed to enter. (They 
had preceded Mr. Terry to the Liberty 
site by only one day). Sprinkle, being a 
gentleman and a scholar did not want to 
intrude, and it was finally decided to call 
APRO Headquarters for an opinion. Mr. 
Lorenzen talked to Len Stringfield of 
CUFOS and MUFON who wanted to use 
the services of Dr. Sprinkle but did not 
want the report to be sent to APRO. Mrs. 
Lorenzen pointed out that she had 
written a book (Encounters with UFO 
Occupants) specifically so that the 
proceeds would furnish APRO with the 
wherewithal to conduct such 
investigations, and that not only was 
APRO’s money (air fare and expenses for 
Dr. Sprinkle) wasted, but Dr. Sprinkle’s 
time away from his family was wasted as 
well. 

It was finally decided that Dr. Sprinkle 
would conduct the hypnotic sessions but 
that there would have to be a mutual 
agreement concerning the release of the 
story. Also, during meetings before 
Sprinkle’s arrival, some representative of 
MUFON or CUFOS had told Mrs. Smith 
(she doesn’t recall who) that the ladies 
should be careful about having anything 
to do with APRO because “they would 
call in the National Enquirer” and they 
would receive much unwanted publicity. 
Later, in a letter from Jerry Black, a 
MUFON investigator and, consequently, a 
CUFOS investigator, suggested that the 
ladies contact the National Enquirer 
about their experience, which was a 
surprise considering their reluctance to 
have anything to do with that paper if 
APRO was on the case. 


At any rate, it was for this reason, after 
the waste of several hundred dollars, 
APRO was unable to complete the case. 
Then, after the National Enquirer 
contacted the ladies. Dr. Sprinkle, 
because of his participation in the “Blue 
Ribbon Panel” of National Enquirer 
experts, was called upon to go back to 
Liberty and regress the women. 

His report of the weekend of March 6 
and 7 is quite sketchy except for his 
characterization of the three>^ women as 
reliable, sincere, etc., because Saturday 
was largely wasted in quibbling about 
who should have “control of the case.” 
Incidentally, the MUFON people wanted 
to make use of Sprinkle’s expertise, “as 
long as he was there.” But they admitted 
they neither had the consultants nor the 
funds to send in someone expert in 
hypnotic techniques to carry out the 
trance sessions. 

On the 23rd of July, under the 
National Enquirer’s aegis, a polygraph 
test was conducted on the three ladies, 
and James C. Young reported, in each 
case, that it was his opinion, based upon 
the polygraph examinations, thac the 
ladies believed they were telling the truth 
to the listed questions. 

In his report, Mr. Young made the 
following pertinent observation: “Prior to 
the examination of these three persons it 
was determined by the polygraphist that 
these persons had been previously 
interviewed by Dr. R. Leo Sprinkle and 
the above-mentioned members of the 
Mutual UFO Network. How much or how 
little these previous interviews played a 
part upon what these persons now believe 
about this alleged encounter cannot be 
determined by the polygraphist. I cannot 
discount the fact that previous interviews 
with these persons could influence their 
personal beliefs as to whether or not this 
alleged encounter did or did not occur.” 

Mr. Young makes a very good point, 
that being that interviewers showing 
sketches of UFO types to a witness 
before they make their own renderings of 
what they saw, is highly suggestive, as is 
the display of any drawings of occupants. 
This apparently was done by MUFON 
representatives prior to the polygraph test 
or the trance hypnosis carried out by Dr. 
Sprinkle on the next day, the 24th of 
July. APRO has a complete transcript of 
the trance sessions which have been 
examined by the staff. While Robert Pratt 
of the Enquirer, and Dr. Sprinkle, who 
has had extensive experience in this phase 
of UFO research, were careful not to lead 
the subjects, some very suggestive or 
leading questions were asked by Mr. 
Stringfield and Mr. Black of MUFON. It 
is just such errors that the skeptics will 
leap upon in attempts to discredit the 
investigative procedures or reliability of 
witness testimony in such cases. 

We would like very much to quote in 


polygraph tests and the hypnotic trance 
sessions, but space will not allow us to do 
so. Therefore, we summarize Dr. 
Sprinkle’s findings from the hypnotic 
sessions. 

“. . .Mrs. Smith suffered much as she 
relived the experience. The behaviors, 
e.g., weeping, moaning, tossing her head, 
shuddering, and shaking, etc., were 
evident to those of us who observed her. 
especially as she seemed to “relive” an 
experience of a fluid material covering 
her face. Her smile, and evident relief in 
“seeing the street light” at the end of her 
hour and one-half loss-of-time experience 
was dramatic and indicated that she was 
“safe” in the car, once again, and 
returning home with her friends.” 
Sprinkle then goes on to recount Louise’s 
claim that her pet parakeet, who, 
according to her claims and the claims of 
others who observed the bird, refused to 
have anything to do with her after the 
UFO experience. Others could approach 
the bird and it would not react wildly; 
however, whenever Louise came close to 
the bird, the bird would flutter and move 
away from her. The bird died within 
weeks after the UFO experience. 

Mona Stafford. . .“responded well to 
the hypnotic suggestions and she was able 
to describe impressions which led her to 
believe that she had been taken out of the 
car, and that she was alone on a white 
table or bed. she saw a large “eye” which 
seemed to be observing her. She felt as if 
a bright white light was shining on her 
and that there was “power” or energy 
which transfixed her and held her to the 
table or bed. She experienced a variety of 
physiological reactions, including the 
impressions that her right arm was pinned 
or fastened ; her left leg forced back under 
her, with pain to the ankle and foot; 
pressure on the fingers of the left hand, as 
if they were forced or squeezed in some 
way ; a feeling of being examined by four 
or five short humanoids who sat around 
in “surgical masks” and “surgical 
garments” while observing her. At one 
point, she sensed that she was either 
experiencing out-of-the body travel, or 
else she was waiting outside of a large 
room in which she could view another 
person, probably a woman, lying on a 
white bed or observation table. She 
perceived a long tunnel, or a view of the 
sky, as if she had been transported to an 
area inside a large mountain or volcano. 
Although she wept and moaned and 
experienced a great deal of fatigue as a 
result of the “reliving” of the experience, 
she felt better the next day; she expressed 
the belief to me that she now had a better 
understanding of what happened during 
the loss-of-time experience. 

. . . “Mrs. Thomas had been rather 
quiet during the initial interview in 
March, 1976, although it was obvious 
that she is perceptive and aware of other 
people’s attitudes and feelings. Like the 
(See Kentucky - Page Five) 
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others, she has lost weight, but she has 
also experienced some personality 
changes. She dresses a bit more colorfully 
now, and she is more willing to talk and 
to share her ideas with others. She, too, 
experienced a similar reaction during the 
hypnotic techniques: she apparently was 
responding well to suggestions to go 
deeper; when she “relived” the UFO 
experience, she experienced a great deal 
of emotional reaction. Her main 
impression was that she was taken away 
from her two friends, and that she was 
placed in a “chamber” with a window on 
the side. She seemed to recall figures 
which moved back and forth in front of 
the window of the chamber as if she were 
being observed. Her impression was that 
the observers were four-foot-tall 
humanoids, with dark eyes, and grey skin. 
One disturbing aspect of the experience 
was the memory that she had some kind 
of contraption or “covering” that was 
placed around her neck; whenever she 
tried to speak, or think, the contraption 
or “covering” was tightened, and she 
experienced a choking sensation during 
these moments. At first, Mrs. Thomas 
interpreted the memories as indication 
that she was being choked by hands or 
that she was being prevented from calling 
out to her friends; later, however, she 
came to the tentative conclusion that an 
experiment was being conducted, and the 
experiment was to learn more about her 
intellectual and emotional processes. She 
recalled a “bullet-shaped” object, about 
an inch and one half in diameter, being 
placed on her left chest; she previously 
had experienced pain and a red spot at 
that location. 

. .During the polygraph 
examination, and during the initial 
hypnotic sessions, each UFO witness was 
interviewed separately from the other 
witnesses. After the initial description of 
impressions, the women were invited to 
attend the additional hypnosis sessions, 
so that each woman could observe the 
reaction of the other two women. During 
these sessions, there was much emotional 
reaction, which seemed to arise from two 
conditions: the compassion of the 

witnesses for their friend, who was 
“reliving” the experience and releasing 
emotional reactions to the experience; 
also, it seems as if the description by one 
witness would “trigger” a memory on the 
part of another witness, even if the 
experiences seemed to be “similar” or 
“different.” 

“Certain similarities were observed: a 
feeling of anxiety on the part of each 
witness regarding a specific aspect of the 
experience. For Ms. Smith, it was the 
“wall” and the “gate” beyond which she 
was afraid to “move psychologically”; for 


Ms. Stafford it was the “eye” which she 
observed and the impression that 
something evil or bad would be learned if 
she allowed the eye to “control” her; for 
Ms. Thomas, it was the “blackness” 
which seemed to be the feared condition 
or cause for anxiety. Each woman seemed 
to experience the impression that she had 
been taken out of the car and placed 
elsewhere without her friends and 
without verbal communication. For Ms. 
Smith, the lack of verbal communication 
was most distressing; although she had 
the feeling of “mental communication” 
that she would be returned after the 
“experiment.” 

“Differences were noted in that each 
woman seemed to have a somewhat 
different kind of “examination,” and in 
a different “location.” Ms. Smith did not 
have a clear impression of the location, 
although she did recall a feeling of lying 
down and being examined; Ms. Stafford 
had the impression of being in a “volcano 
or mountainside,” with a room in which a 
bright light was shining on a white table 
with white clothed persons or humanoids 
sitting around and observing her; Mrs. 
Thomas recalled impressions of being in 
the dark chamber with grey light 
permitting a view of the humanoids who 
were apparently observing her.” 

In his conclusive paragraphs Dr. 
Sprinkle reports: 

“In my opinion, each woman is 
describing a “real” experience, and they 
are using their intelligence and 
perceptivity as accurately as possible in 
order to describe the impressions which 
they obtained during the hypnotic 
regressions session. Although there is 
uncertainty about their impressions, 
especially in regard to how each person 
could be transported out of the car and 
relocated in the car, the impressions 
during the “loss of time” experience are 
similar to those of other UFO witnesses 
who apparently have experienced an 
abduction and examination during their 
UFO sighting. 

“Although it is not possible to claim 
absolutely that a physical examination 
and -abduction has taken place, 1 believe 
that the tentative hypothesis of 
abduction and examination is the best 
hypothesis to explain the apparent 
loss-of-time experience, the apparent 
physical and emotional reactions of the 
witnesses to the UFO sighting: the 
anxiety and the reactions of the witnesses 
to their experiences which have occurred 
after their UFO sighting. An interesting 
subsequent event is the concern of the 
women that they were “re-experiencing” 
the physical symptoms which had been 
experienced for several days following the 
January 1976 sightings. . . .When I called 
them on July 26th, the women said that 
they were re-experiencing some of the 
same kinds of symptoms, e.g., fatigue, 
listlessness, sensitivity to skin, burning 


feeling on the face and eyes, fluid 
discharge, etc. 

“1 tried to reassure the ladies that it is 
not an uncommon experience in hypnotic 
regression that persons - after “reliving” 
earlier emotional experiences — may 
re-experience some of the symptoms 
which accompany those emotional 
reactions. 

“In my opinion, the UFO experiences 
of these women are a good example of 
the type of apparent abduction and 
examination which seems to be occurring 
to more UFO witnesses. 1 believe that the 
investigation could be continued with the 
hopes of obtaining further information 
about their experiences. However, the 
present evidence suggests to me that the 
women have cooperated sincerely and 
openly in describing their reactions to 
their UFO sighting and loss-of-time 
experience, and the polygraph 
examination and hypnotic regression 
sessions have been useful in uncovering 
their impressions of the UFO sighting and 
subsequent events. 

“1 believe the case is a good example 
of UFO experiences, because of the 
number and character of the 
witnesses. . . and because of the results of 
further investigation through polygraph 
examinations and hypnotic regression 
sessions.” 

Dr. Sprinkle alludes to “subsequent 
events.” Conversations with Mrs. Smith 
since the regressive hypnotic sessions 
took place yielded two very interesting 
bits of information: Mrs. Stafford had 
been having trouble sleeping, would not 
stay home, and would go to her parents’ 
home or that of a friend, and curl up on 
the floor to sleep. She also has said 
repeatedly that she would not live “to see 
another birthday.” Hopefully this is only 
a fear and not a portent of things to 
come. 

Also, in the fall of 1976, Mrs. Smith 
was overcome by an inexplicable urge to 
go back to the scene of the original 
sighting. On August 1 she did return to 
the site, got out of her car, and “heard” 
the words: “feel of your hands.’’When 
she did so, she realized that three rings, 
which she habitually wore, a small gold 
ring, a pearl ring, and a gold ring with 
onyx and a small diamond, were gone. On 
the 2feth of September, Mrs. Smith 
walked out onto the stoop of her trailer 
home and found the onyx and diamond 
ring lying there. For some inexplicable 
reason, she scooped up the ring, walked 
to the creek which runs by her home, and 
threw it into the water. 

This, then, is the entire story of the 
Kentucky abduction. At last contact with 
Mrs. Lorenzen by telephone, Mrs. Smith 
intimated that she was beginning to have 
recall of the whole experience, and asked 
that Mrs. Lorenzen not divulge the details 
as she was writing a book about the 
(See Kentucky - Page Six) 
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experience. We appreciate Mrs. Smith’s 
desires, and will not comment on further 
information learned from her until such 
time as the book is published. 

However, we laud these ladies for their 
bravery; theirs is a very interesting and 
hair-raising experience and we feel 
sympathy for them in that their greatest 
ordeal may well still lie ahead: the attacks 
of the skeptics. 

######## 

Miniature 

(Continued from Page One) 

object made a whistling type sound and 
was not observed by other witnesses. It 
was described as a midget plane without 
an elevator which seemed to have a black, 
circular bottom. Another report of a 
similar object occurred in Norway at Ytre 
Laksevag in 1972. A whistling sound was 
again present as was a black coloration. 

Denmark was the location of a 1973 
incident involving a grey object about 
eighteen feet long. A helmeted “rather 
frightened” person was noted in the front 
section during the observation by a 
woman driver at close proximity of a few 
feet. There was no engine or propeller. 
Two short, thick fins were noted at each 
side. The object was described as clumsy 
and primitive with very low speed of 
twelve to twenty miles per hour. 

Multiple midget planes described as 
delta winged were seen near Overkalix in 
Sweden in 1972. Six of these small planes 
detected by a whistling sound were 
observed flying over a long lake at 
“incredible speed” at a distance of a 
couple thousand feet. 

There have been similar Scandinavian 
cases described in the literature. Flying 
Saucer Review for July/August 1970 
detailed a one foot diameter midget plane 
with helmeted pilot seen by two children 
in a farmyard. Finland has also had 
similar observations. 

It would be difficult to speculate on 
possible explanations. Small remotely 
piloted vehicles perform missions without 
the necessity of a pilot present in the 
plane. Many of the above areas are not 
prime locations for. model airplane 
enthusiasts. SUFOl is interested in 
learning of other eliable accounts of this 
nature. 

######## 

Taxes 

(Continued from Page Two) 

used in volunteer programs (e.g. 
stationery, supplies, postage), telephone 


calls, unreimbursed travel expenses, 
including meals and lodging, on a trip 
away from home while enroute or 
overnight for the organization. A 
deduction of 7<t per mile may be made if 
your car is used in charitable or other 
volunteer work. Use of the standard 
mileage rate is not mandatory. Taxpayers 
may still deduct actual expenses 
exceeding the flat rate (i.e. maintenance, 
operating and repair costs directly 
attributable to use of the auto for 
charitable and other volunteer purposes). 
Parking fees and tolls may be deducted 
separately even if the standard rate is 
used. 

Equipment, books, furnishings donated 
to the organization can be a deductible 
item — donor sets fair market value. A 
record must be kept throughout the year 
to insure that these deductions are 
allowable. Contributions of your “time” 
are never deductible although legislation 
has been introduced to attempt to change 
the situation. Contributions made to 
APRO are deductible by donors as 
provided in Sec. 170 of the Code. 
Bequests, legacies, devises, transfers or 
gifts to or for APRO are deductible for 
Federal Estate and Gift Tax purposes 
under the provisions of Sec. 2055, 2106 
and 2522 of the Code. 

It should be noted that the expenses 
discussed above are contributions for the 
use of the. organization, so that they 
would clearly be deductible within the 
general limitation of 20% of adjusted 
gross income. 

######## 

CIA Update 

APRO has had a project to compile a 
comprehensive history of U.S. federal 
government studies of UFOs for the past 
three years. The work is now about 
half complete. APRO hopes to finish the 
project in about a year with the 
publication of the history, tentatively 
titled UFOs and the U.S. Intelligence 
Community. 

One early result of this effort in 1974 
was the declassification of the “Durant 
Report” (see the August 1975 Bulletin 
for more details). Some twenty-nine 
current and former CIA officers have 
been interviewed to date. 

Members who would like to contribute 
to this effort can do so by donating funds 
for the purchase of the Project BLUE 
BOOK microfilms, now available from 
the National Archives and Records 
Service. Initially, the cost will be $144 
for the twelve rolls of interest. Eventually 
APRO hopes to add all ninety-four rolls 
to its files. Any information bearing on 
the subject of this research would also be 
welcome. Ple:sp address your 
donations/letters to the Historical 
Project, APRO. 


Florida Report 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
air traffic controller at Page Field (Lee 
County) Florida, reported on the 26th of 
June that a National Airlines pilot 
radioed the tower at 1 1 p.m. just after 
landing to notify them that he had 
observed an orange light north and 
northeast of the airport at 2,500 feet 
altitude. He said that as it moved away it 
changed from orange to white. 

What was apparently the same or a 
similar object was reported to the 
Sheriff’s Department by Les Kessler, a 
Sanibel Island resident who said he 
observed a UFO between 11:10 and 
11:14 p.m. Kessler described the object 
as having the appearance of a rocket 
exhaust, but no sound was heard. 

Jim Holm of South Fort Myers told 
the Sheriff’s office that he saw a bright 
orange UFO following aircraft and 
hovering near the Airport at 1 1 p.m. He 
described the object as changing from 
orange to white to red during its flight. 
Another report came in from Dave Lilly 
who, with a group of others, were 
attending a prayer meeting, and viewed 
what was apparently the same object 
from a porch in North Fort Myers. 

June Report 

At 9:30 p.m. on June 9 of this year, 
several residents of the Andreas Hills 
area,. which is in the Palm Springs, 
California area, observed a UFO which 
hovered motionless despite the wind. 

Mrs. Nancy Shuken, who was visiting 
her friend, Mrs. Zelda Segall said they 
were sitting in the back yard when they 
glanced up and saw the bright dirigible¬ 
shaped object overhead. Mrs. Shuken said 
it was huge and bright and she would 
have thought it was a cloud except that it 
was motionless. 

Mrs. Segall ran to get her camera, but 
when she snapped the shutter the flash 
didn’t work. At the same time, the 
telephone, radio, television and house 
lights'Went out. The incident with the 
camera may not be particularly important 
for a flash should not have been used to 
attempt to photograph a bright object. 
After the object left, the electrical power 
came on and functioned normally. 

Two other witnesses were Mr. and Mrs. 
Mickey Fine who reported seeing a “big, 
elongated shape” “above us and down the 
valley”. However, they reported two 
additional round objects which hovered. 
A check with Southern California Edison 
Company revealed no answer to the 
power failure at the Segall home and 
there were no power outages in the area 
that evening. 







